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>From ???@??? Tue Dec 11 18:22:01 2007 -0600 

Date: Wed, 12 Dec 2007 00:15:46 GMT 

From: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch. com> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: BOATANCHORS digest 4119 

Message-Id: <20071212001549 .B537A318124@srvr1.theporch. com> 


BOATANCHORS Digest 4119 
Topics covered in this issue include: 


1) RE: (AM) Moooooooo.... 

by "Ed Zeranski" <ezeran@ezeran.cnc.net> 
2) Re: (AM) Moooooooo.... 

by "Tom Rauch" <w8ji@contesting.com> 
3) RE: (AM) Moooooooo.... 

by "Ed Zeranski" <ezeran@ezeran.cnc.net> 
4) B&W 5100B 

by "David Thompson" <thompson@mindspring.com> 
5) RE: (AM) Ed, the Nomad 

by w8au@sssnet.com 
6) Re: Valley Ant/ B&W 5100 

by "JAMES HANLON" <knjhanlon@msn.com> 
7) RE: (AM) Moooooooo.... 

by w8au@sssnet.com 
8) Re: (AM) Moooooooo.... 

by "Sandy" <ebjxr37@charter.net> 
9) RE: (AM) Ed, the Nomad 

by "Ed Zeranski" <ezeran@ezeran.cnc.net> 
10) Re: (AM) Moooooooo.... 

by "Tom Rauch" <w8ji@contesting.com> 
11) RE: (AM) Moooooooo.... 

by "Dr. James C. Garland" <4cx250b@muohio.edu> 
12) Re: (AM) Moooooooo.... 

by WA5CAB@cs.com 
13) RE: (AM) Moooooooo.... 

by "Ed Sieb" <esieb@sympatico.ca> 
14) Re: (AM) Moooooooo.... 

by WA5CAB@cs.com 
15) Re: (AM) Moooooooo.... 

by WA1IKBQ@aol.com 


From: "Ed Zeranski" <ezeran@ezeran.cnc.net> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Cc: <owner-boatanchors@theporch.com> 


Subject: RE: (AM) Moooooooo.... 
Date: Tue, 11 Dec 2007 06:15:53 -0800 
Message-ID: <EMEPKDEJDNHEMLEAHGKHOEOCFBAA. ezeran@ezeran.cnc.net> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="us-ascii" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


To: Old Tube Radios 
Subject: Re: (AM) Moooooooo.... 


Well perhaps, but why all the secrecy on the part of the ARRL? Why didn't 
ARRL seek input from the membership? ...... 73, Greg 


Greg, 

After reading the Electric Radio article I wrote to the ARRL questioning 
the noted nonsupport for AM(A3) operation in the Amateur Service. My email 
went to Mary Hobart K1MMH, development officer, who is in charge of raising 
money etc. I stated that I, like others, had been contacted to donate for 
spectrum defense and other programs and had done so but that support would 
stop if the ARRL was essentially anti-A3. Ms Hobart passed my email to CEO 
David Sumner K1ZZ who stated in an email there was no plan to lobby for the 
elimination of AM as a legal mode. I'm not sure if it is ‘word 
smithing'where AM won't actually be mentioned but the legal bandwidth will 
in itself eliminate AM. 


For the life of me I can not understand why Paul Rinaldo or the ARRL can't 
just say that current modes, AM in particular, will be protected and quiet 
the gossip. The League made a big fuss about setting up a classic station a 
few years ago. Is there money involved or to be made? That is usually a 
hidden, sometimes not so hidden, factor in these affairs. 


BA content to follow: 


Anyway....The 80 meter sloper was dropped for maintenance and is back up a 
bit higher, thanks to a growing pine tree. The B&W5100/NC-300/D-104 combo is 
still doing great too. When I get back home, am in Omaha now, I'll get to 
play with my new delta loop. It is full wave on 80, up 90ft over a couple 
acres of hardware cloth, fed with 450 ohm ladderline through a DX 
Engineering 1:1 balun and Millen 92200 transmatch. Tests so far look good! 

I've had the little FT857D and GRC-9 on the air with the loop for tests but 
will put the Ranger 1/Henry 3K combo on for a bit more ‘authority'. Over 
Christnas I'll try to get the new AC power run to the corner where the 
BC-610I and SRT live, they deserve their own circuit ~8%) 


73 
EdZ KG6UTS 


Message-ID: <0Q00£01c83c0a$21817190$640fa8cO@radioroom> 
From: "Tom Rauch" <w8ji@contesting.com> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re: (AM) Moooooooo.... 
Date: Tue, 11 Dec 2007 10:25:50 -0500 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

format=flowed; 

charset="iso0-8859-1"; 

reply-type=original 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


After reading the Electric Radio article I wrote to the 
ARRL questioning 

the noted nonsupport for AM(A3) operation in the Amateur 
Service. My email 

went to Mary Hobart K1MMH, development officer, who is in 
charge of raising 

money etc. I stated that I, like others, had been 
contacted to donate for 

spectrum defense and other programs and had done so but 
that support would 

stop if the ARRL was essentially anti-A3. Ms Hobart passed 
my email to CEO 

David Sumner K1ZZ who stated in an email there was no plan 
to lobby for the 

elimination of AM as a legal mode. I'm not sure if it is 
‘word 

smithing'where AM won't actually be mentioned but the 
legal bandwidth will 

in itself eliminate AM. 


VV VV V VV VV VV VV VV VV VV 


And there is the problem.... 


Sumner told you there is no plan to lobby for elimination of 
AM, and your PERSONAL opinion is he might be a liar. Your 
PERSONAL opinion is the ARRL MIGHT eliminate AM by virtue of 
some bandwidth limit. 


The problem is we have to be clear to say when something is 
our personal opinion that some MIGHT happen and what 
actually it is a fact. Many people don't read close enough 
to see what you are really saying, that your personal 
feeling is Sumner might be misleading you. 


"Feeling" and "might" are the two key words. 


For the life of me I can not understand why Paul Rinaldo 
or the ARRL can't 

just say that current modes, AM in particular, will be 
protected and quiet 

the gossip. The League made a big fuss about setting up a 
classic station a 

few years ago. Is there money involved or to be made? That 
is usually a 

hidden, sometimes not so hidden, factor in these affairs. 


VVVV VV VV WV 


I've been on the receiving end of crap like that, and I 
don't like it. Some quack out in California made up some 
wild nonsense article that was rejected by about 20-30 
engineers both inside and outside the amateur community. 
Warren Bruene from Collins scrolled "this is BS" across the 
paper in red marker when he reviewed it and said it was 
"unfixable". A list of virtually "who's who" in RF 
engineering and electronics all replied in the negative. Not 
one single supporting comment from any source. It just so 
happened that I won the prize. I picked out nearly a perfect 
sum of total errors that accumulated from others. 


The next word out of the demented author's mouth was it was 
a "big money" conspiracy because a company I managed 
advertised in QST. QST never showed the fellow the big stack 
of papers that went out and came back. They just quoted me a 
lot because I caught nearly all the mistakes, rather than 
quoting five mistakes each from twenty different people. So 
I took the bulk of the heat. 


As a result I don't like to see conspiracy crap shoveled on 
others, and I learned how the ARRL really works. 


The truth is, the ARRL doesn't handle problems well. They 
never have. Like all of us they make mistakes or have lapses 
of good judgment, and they don't like to highlight those 
mistakes. I personally think they need a different Chief 
Officer, but that's a personal opinion about a person and 
not the entire league. Their PR sucks and will continue to 
generate discontent so long as they have the same top 
management. 


None of this means they anything more than they handle PR 
poorly and always have. It doesn't mean they are fibbing. It 
doesn't mean Sumner is misleading you. What it DOES do is 
open the door for the rumor mongers and conspiracy 


advocates. 


The best thing that could ever happen for amateur radio is 
regulation by bandwidth. The problem is the ARRL doesn't 
know how to present a logical case to the members and build 
a consensus. Let's not make a simple poor handling of 
information or lack of people skill by the upper management 
into a giant conspiracy. It'll damage our fraternity far 
more than anything they might do. 


73 Tom 


From: "Ed Zeranski" <ezeran@ezeran.cnc.net> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: RE: (AM) Moooooooo.... 
Date: Tue, 11 Dec 2007 08:26:17 -0800 
Message-ID: <EMEPKDEJDNHEMLEAHGKHOEOTIFBAA. ezeran@ezeran.cnc.net> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="iso-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


"And there is the problem.... 


Sumner told you there is no plan to lobby for elimination of 
AM, and your PERSONAL opinion is he might be a liar. Your 
PERSONAL opinion is the ARRL MIGHT eliminate AM by virtue of 
some bandwidth limit." 


Whoa!! I don't consider Mr. Sumner a liar at all. The ‘word smithing' was 
more of a question about the organization. It would help if the League 
addressed the flap in plain language. 


"The best thing that could ever happen for amateur radio is regulation by 
bandwidth. " 


If regulation by bandwidth is the way to go what should the windows and 
bandwidths for AM(A3) be? 


EdZ KG6UTS 


Message-ID: <004e01c83c19$95f£13b0$38649a04@yourxb2x7j77gn> 
From: "David Thompson" <thompson@mindspring.com> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 


Subject: B&W 5100B 

Date: Tue, 11 Dec 2007 12:16:35 -0500 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="iso-8859-1" 

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Shelton, W5DQK used a 5100 (not B) pared with a 75A3 in the mid to late 
50's. Look back in the June 1958 QST and you will see his picture (he 
recently became a SK). He did very well using that rig in the ARRL SS Phone 
when phone meant AM. 


I had the 5100B which I sold as it was just too heavy to move around. It 
was ahead of its time as 

most of the sections were removable and plug in. Can't speak for the older 
5100 or 5100S but assume they were also. I remember Shelton had to run a 
scope to assure it did not over modulate. Boy the combination of his voice 
and 5100 modulation was almost unbeatable. 


Dave K4JRB 


Date: Tue, 11 Dec 2007 13:36:28 -0500 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

From: w8au@sssnet.com 

Subject: RE: (AM) Ed, the Nomad 

Cc: <owner-boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed 
Message-Id: <20071211183633 .C2DCF470026@srvxr1. theporch. com> 


At 09:15 AM 12/11/2007, Ed Zeranski wrote: 

>The B&W5100/NC-300/D-104 combo is 

>still doing great too. When I get back home, am in Omaha now, I'll get to 
>play with my new delta loop. It is full wave on 80, up 90ft over a couple 
>acres of hardware cloth, fed with 450 ohm ladderline through a DX 
>Engineering 1:1 balun and Millen 92200 transmatch. Tests so far look good! 
>I've had the little FT857D and GRC-9 on the air with the loop for tests but 
>will put the Ranger 1/Henry 3K combo on for a bit more ‘authority’. Over 
>Christnas I'll try to get the new AC power run to the corner where the 
>BC-610I and SRT live, they deserve their own circuit ~8%) 


B-B-B-But Ed.... What about the TCK? Are the filaments glowing yet? :-) 


Perry 


Message-ID: <BAY110-DAV7AF661240A889CB8EA3FBA0640@phx . gb1> 


From: "JAMES HANLON" <knjhanlon@msn. com> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: Re: Valley Ant/ B&W 5100 

Date: Tue, 11 Dec 2007 11:41:05 -0700 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; 
boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0087_01C83BEA.B6F05950" 


This is a multi-part message in MIME format. 


e5ess =_NextPart_000_0087_01C83BEA.B6F05950 

Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="iso0-8859-1" 

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable 


Ralph, 


I'm sorry to hear about the meter. If you still have the remains and = 
can salvage the calibration card, you may be able to find another meter = 
made by the same manufacturer with an appropriate movement, © to 1 ma = 
for example. You could install the B&W card and be back in business. = 
I've done that a number of times with good results. 


Jim, W8KGI 
I need a meter for my 5100-B, smashed in a shelf collapse a few years 
ago. 


Soros =_NextPart_000_0087_01C83BEA.B6F05950 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


KK KK KK KKK KK KK KK KKK KKK KK KKK KKK 
---REMAINDER OF MESSAGE TRUNCATED--- 
This post contains a forbidden message format 
(such as an attached file, a v-card, HTML formatting) 
Mail Lists at theporch.com only accept PLAIN TEXT 
If your postings display this message your mail program 
is not set to send PLAIN TEXT ONLY and needs adjusting 
KKK RK KK KR KK KK KR KK KKK KK KKK KKK KK 


+ + + + + FH OF 
+ + + FF FF 


Sonso =_NextPart_000_0087_01C83BEA.B6F05950- - 


Date: Tue, 11 Dec 2007 13:48:20 -0500 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
From: w8au@sssnet.com 


Subject: RE: (AM) Moooooooo.... 

Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed 
Message-Id: <20071211184824 .4DC7547001E@srvzr1.theporch. com> 


At 11:26 AM 12/11/2007, Ed Zeranski wrote: 

> If regulation by bandwidth is the way to go what should the 
> windows and 

>bandwidths for AM(A3)be? 


This is a tough one if you stick strictly to BW.... 


I think last year's ARRL proposal (dropped) dealt with AM as a 
"grandfathered entity" 
by stating it could keep 6 kHz BW while within the 2.7 kHz SSB sections. 


What other solution is there? 


Perry w8au 


Message-ID: <001201c83c27$80745d80$88d3be42@gateway> 
From: "Sandy" <ebjr37@charter.net> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re: (AM) Moooooooo.... 
Date: Tue, 11 Dec 2007 12:56:13 -0600 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

format=flowed; 

charset="iso-8859-1"; 

reply-type=response 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Couldn't agree more about the "regulation by bandwidth" thing Tom! We are 
quickly heading towards an amateur environment where the newbie no coders or 
newbie "voice" operators don't know anything, nor care to know anything 
about anything other than "their favored mode" usually a voice or digital 
mode of some sort. This leaves others who don't necessarily "favor" "Their" 
mode sooner or later at a loss. The regulation by bandwidth would restrict 
the wider modes of communication to a "sub-band" which accommodates the 


wider mode. "Mixing" the modes will sooner or later cause mayhem of some 
sort. Like it or not, the digital bunch is taking over things, or a lot of 
them "want to"! The ONLY answer is having some restrictions on what mode 


can go where by bandwidth. 


Hopefully, the "management" of the "League", plus the lobbyists who advise 
them will consider EVERY user of the amateur radio spectrum, and not the "in 
crowd" few. 


73 


' 


Sandy W5TVW 


--- Original Message ----- 


From: "Tom Rauch" <w8ji@contesting.com> 


To: 


Se 
Su 


"Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
nt: Tuesday, December 11, 2007 9:25 AM 
bject: Re: (AM) Moooooooo.... 


After reading the Electric Radio article I wrote to the ARRL questioning 
the noted nonsupport for AM(A3) operation in the Amateur Service. My 
email 

went to Mary Hobart K1iMMH, development officer, who is in charge of 
raising 

money etc. I stated that I, like others, had been contacted to donate for 
spectrum defense and other programs and had done so but that support 
would 

stop if the ARRL was essentially anti-A3. Ms Hobart passed my email to 
CEO 

David Sumner K1ZZ who stated in an email there was no plan to lobby for 
the 

elimination of AM as a legal mode. I'm not sure if it is ‘word 
smithing'where AM won't actually be mentioned but the legal bandwidth 
will 

in itself eliminate AM. 


And there is the problem.... 


Sumner told you there is no plan to lobby for elimination of AM, and your 
PERSONAL opinion is he might be a liar. Your PERSONAL opinion is the ARRL 
MIGHT eliminate AM by virtue of some bandwidth limit. 


The problem is we have to be clear to say when something is our personal 
opinion that some MIGHT happen and what actually it is a fact. Many people 
don't read close enough to see what you are really saying, that your 
personal feeling is Sumner might be misleading you. 


"Feeling" and "might" are the two key words. 


For the life of me I can not understand why Paul Rinaldo or the ARRL 
can't 

just say that current modes, AM in particular, will be protected and 
quiet 

the gossip. The League made a big fuss about setting up a classic station 
a 


>> few years ago. Is there money involved or to be made? That is usually a 
>> hidden, sometimes not so hidden, factor in these affairs. 


I've been on the receiving end of crap like that, and I don't like it. 
Some quack out in California made up some wild nonsense article that was 
rejected by about 20-30 engineers both inside and outside the amateur 
community. Warren Bruene from Collins scrolled "this is BS" across the 
paper in red marker when he reviewed it and said it was "“unfixable". A 
list of virtually "who's who" in RF engineering and electronics all 
replied in the negative. Not one single supporting comment from any 
source. It just so happened that I won the prize. I picked out nearly a 
perfect sum of total errors that accumulated from others. 


The next word out of the demented author's mouth was it was a "big money" 
conspiracy because a company I managed advertised in QST. QST never showed 
the fellow the big stack of papers that went out and came back. They just 
quoted me a lot because I caught nearly all the mistakes, rather than 
quoting five mistakes each from twenty different people. So I took the 
bulk of the heat. 


As a result I don't like to see conspiracy crap shoveled on others, and I 
learned how the ARRL really works. 


The truth is, the ARRL doesn't handle problems well. They never have. Like 
all of us they make mistakes or have lapses of good judgment, and they 
don't like to highlight those mistakes. I personally think they need a 
different Chief Officer, but that's a personal opinion about a person and 
not the entire league. Their PR sucks and will continue to generate 
discontent so long as they have the same top management. 


None of this means they anything more than they handle PR poorly and 
always have. It doesn't mean they are fibbing. It doesn't mean Sumner is 
misleading you. What it DOES do is open the door for the rumor mongers and 
conspiracy advocates. 


The best thing that could ever happen for amateur radio is regulation by 
bandwidth. The problem is the ARRL doesn't know how to present a logical 
case to the members and build a consensus. Let's not make a simple poor 
handling of information or lack of people skill by the upper management 
into a giant conspiracy. It'll damage our fraternity far more than 
anything they might do. 


73 Tom 


VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV 


> No virus found in this incoming message. 
> Checked by AVG Free Edition. Version: 7.5.503 / Virus Database: 
> 269.17.0/1180 - Release Date: 12/10/2007 2:51 PM 


From: "Ed Zeranski" <ezeran@ezeran.cnc.net> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Cc: <owner-boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: RE: (AM) Ed, the Nomad 
Date: Tue, 11 Dec 2007 12:22:51 -0800 
Message-ID: <EMEPKDEJDNHEMLEAHGKHKEPBFBAA. ezeran@ezeran.cnc.net> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="us-ascii" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Over 
>Christnas I'll try to get the new AC power run to the corner where the 
>BC-610I and SRT live, they deserve their own circuit ~8%) 


B-B-B-But Ed.... What about the TCK? Are the filaments glowing yet? :-) 
Perry 


Hi Perry! 

The TCK will share the new power. I have a BIG Sola isolation xfmr to run 
power to the radio area. When the shop/wallow was built it had all the pervo 
GFI circuits put in to meet code. Well....since the only code in that corner 
is Morse and some BA just mess with GFIs a new ckt is in order. The other 
reason is I want to have #410 wire in the radio circuit. 


EdZ KG6UTS 


Message-ID: <008201c83c47$364cb340$640fa8cO@radioroom> 
From: "Tom Rauch" <w8ji@contesting.com> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re: (AM) Moooooooo.... 
Date: Tue, 11 Dec 2007 17:42:55 -0500 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

format=flowed; 

charset="iso-8859-1"; 

reply-type=response 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Couldn't agree more about the "regulation by bandwidth" 
thing Tom! We are quickly heading towards an amateur 
environment where the newbie no coders or newbie "voice" 
operators don't know anything, nor care to know anything 
about anything other than "their favored mode" usually a 
voice or digital mode of some sort. This leaves others 
who don't necessarily "favor" "Their" mode sooner or later 
at a loss. 


VV VV VV VV 


There was a movement by a few (primarily AM) operators to 
have no regulations at all!! Talk about starting bands full 
of street gangs! 


But you are exactly right Sandy. In the past there were 
enough experienced Hams to reign in bad signals, although 
mode wars would sometimes spring up. Now we have multiple 
problems. Manufacturers limit equipment bandwidth based on 
allowable limits, most newer ops have no concept of 
bandwidth or what one mode does to another. Finally we have 
a few in the Ted Baxter crowd that have no common sense 
about where it is OK to be Mr. Extra Wide HiFi and where or 
when it isn't OK. 


None of this was an issue 30 years ago, but it will be a 
bigger and bigger issue as time goes on. 


Think how nice bands could be if portioned to have, as you 
suggest, things like an full BW segment in a small area then 
progressily narrower segments as we move lower. I'm sure 
there could be a plan that would please 99% of the people. 


Regulation by bandwidth is an excellent idea IF there are a 
series of articles or proposals allowing feedback from the 
public. There isn't any one person or group smart enough and 
unselfish enough to be totally fair, so it would have to be 
a community thing based on legitimate technical arguments. 


73 Tom 


From: "Dr. James C. Garland" <4cx250Qb@muohio.edu> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: RE: (AM) Moooooooo.... 
Date: Tue, 11 Dec 2007 16:16:24 -0700 
Message-ID: <0Q0e401c83c4b$dd0b7af0$bd00a8cO@Garland> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset="us-ascii" 


Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


This is a tough one if you stick strictly to BW.... 

I think last year's ARRL proposal (dropped) dealt with AM as a 
“grandfathered entity" 

by stating it could keep 6 kHz BW while within the 2.7 kHz SSB sections. 


What other solution is there? 


VV VV VV VV VV 


Perry w8au 


Why not just specify bandwidth per sideband? 
Jim W8ZR 


From: WA5CAB@cs.com 

Message-ID: <cb7.1cc50996.3490750f@cs.com> 
Date: Tue, 11 Dec 2007 18:19:43 EST 

Subject: Re: (AM) Moooooooo.... 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; 
boundary="part1_cb7.1cc50996.3490750£ boundary" 


--part1_cb7.1cc50996.3490750f boundary 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


I disagree. The new crop of appliance operators mostly have no idea what 
their bandwidth is. In fact probably don't know what the term means. However, 
if their shiny boxes have the mode switch labeled and if they bother to read 
the regulations, they can figure out where it's legal to operate what mode. 


What came out of Brazil seems to me to be clearly an attempt to ban DSB AM 
from the HF bands. There is no other way in which it can possibly be 
interpreted. 


A good example of what regulation by bandwidth can lead to dates from the 

late 50's. That's when it became technically illegal to operate a BC-604, 
BC-620, RT-66 or RT-174. Or operate a BC-684, BC-924, RT-67 or RT-174 below 29.0 
MC. Most governments using that equipment paid no attention. But in the US, it 
required a complete revamping of the Army's band plan for vehicular radio 

sets. Specifically, Armor had to move above 30 MC. 


In a message dated 12/11/2007 4:44:34 PM Central Standard Time, 
w8ji@contesting.com writes: 


VV VV V VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV 


>Couldn't agree more about the "regulation by bandwidth" 
>thing Tom! We are quickly heading towards an amateur 
>environment where the newbie no coders or newbie "voice" 
>operators don't know anything, nor care to know anything 
>about anything other than "their favored mode" usually a 
>voice or digital mode of some sort. This leaves others 
>who don't necessarily "favor" "Their" mode sooner or later 
>at a loss. 


There was a movement by a few (primarily AM) operators to 
have no regulations at all!! Talk about starting bands full 
of street gangs! 


But you are exactly right Sandy. In the past there were 
enough experienced Hams to reign in bad signals, although 
mode wars would sometimes spring up. Now we have multiple 
problems. Manufacturers limit equipment bandwidth based on 
allowable limits, most newer ops have no concept of 
bandwidth or what one mode does to another. Finally we have 
a few in the Ted Baxter crowd that have no common sense 
about where it is OK to be Mr. Extra Wide HiFi and where or 
when it isn't OK. 


None of this was an issue 30 years ago, but it will be a 
bigger and bigger issue as time goes on. 


Think how nice bands could be if portioned to have, as you 
suggest, things like an full BW segment in a small area then 
progressily narrower segments as we move lower. I'm sure 
there could be a plan that would please 99% of the people. 


Regulation by bandwidth is an excellent idea IF there are a 
series of articles or proposals allowing feedback from the 
public. There isn't any one person or group smart enough and 
unselfish enough to be totally fair, so it would have to be 
a community thing based on legitimate technical arguments. 


Robert & Susan Downs - Houston 
<http://www.wa5cab.com> (Web Store) 
MVPA 9480 

<wa5cab@cs.com> (Primary email) 
<wa5cab@comcast.net> (Backup email) 


--part1_cb7.1cc50996.3490750f_ boundary 


Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 
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---REMAINDER OF MESSAGE TRUNCATED--- 
This post contains a forbidden message format 
(such as an attached file, a v-card, HTML formatting) 
Mail Lists at theporch.com only accept PLAIN TEXT 
If your postings display this message your mail program 
is not set to send PLAIN TEXT ONLY and needs adjusting 
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+ + + + FF HF 
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--part1_cb7.1cc50996.3490750f_ boundary -- 


Message-ID: <BAYC1-PASMTPO89CE57FD8EFA50BA534F6C9640@CEZ. ICE> 
From: "Ed Sieb" <esieb@sympatico.ca> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: RE: (AM) Moooooooo.... 
Date: Tue, 11 Dec 2007 18:37:06 -0500 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="US-ASCII" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Robert, are all those sets wide-band FM? 


Ed, VA3ES 


WA5CAB@cs.com wrote: 

A good example of what regulation by bandwidth can lead to dates from the 
late 50's. That's when it became technically illegal to operate a BC-604, 
BC-620, RT-66 or RT-174. Or operate a BC-684, BC-924, RT-67 or RT-174 below 
29.0 MC. Most governments using that equipment paid no attention. But in 
the US, it required a complete revamping of the Army's band plan for 
vehicular 

radio sets. Specifically, Armor had to move above 30 MC. 


From: WA5CAB@cs.com 

Message-ID: <c22.27171220.34907b12@cs.com> 
Date: Tue, 11 Dec 2007 18:45:22 EST 

Subject: Re: (AM) Moooooooo.... 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; 
boundary="part1_c22.27171220.34907b12_boundary" 


--part1_c22.27171220.34907b12_boundary 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Yes. AFAIK, all of the US military tactical and Security Forces sets at 

least into the 80's are wide-band. Some of the later ones are what I'll call here 
super wide band (the TM's just call them wide-band, but from a different 
baseline). 


In a message dated 12/11/2007 5:36:44 PM Central Standard Time, 
esieb@sympatico.ca writes: 
> Robert, are all those sets wide-band FM? 


> 

> Ed, VA3ES 

% Sete i Goce Seascooter oo See ee oe oo eo ae oe ee 
> 

> WA5CAB@cs.com wrote: 

> A good example of what regulation by bandwidth can lead to dates from the 

> late 50's. That's when it became technically illegal to operate a BC-604, 
> BC-620, RT-66 or RT-174. Or operate a BC-684, BC-924, RT-67 or RT-174 below 
> 29.0 MC. Most governments using that equipment paid no attention. But in 
> the US, it required a complete revamping of the Army's band plan for 

> vehicular 

> radio sets. Specifically, Armor had to move above 30 MC. 

> 


Robert & Susan Downs - Houston 
<http://www.wa5cab.com> (Web Store) 
MVPA 9480 

<wa5cab@cs.com> (Primary email) 
<wa5cab@comcast.net> (Backup email) 


--part1_c22.27171220.34907b12_boundary 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 
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---REMAINDER OF MESSAGE TRUNCATED--- 
This post contains a forbidden message format 
(such as an attached file, a v-card, HTML formatting) 
Mail Lists at theporch.com only accept PLAIN TEXT 
If your postings display this message your mail program 
is not set to send PLAIN TEXT ONLY and needs adjusting 
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From: WALKBQ@aol.com 

Message-ID: <c40.2521c292.3490820a@aol . com> 

Date: Tue, 11 Dec 2007 19:15:06 EST 

Subject: Re: (AM) Moooooooo.... 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch. com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; 
boundary="---------------555-0r rrr rrr n ne 1197418506" 


Rais HESSE Stee aria oe eas 1197418506 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


The most efficient use of spectrum ever devised is continually being pushed 
aside and labeled as obsolete because we have allowed the appliance operator 
to move in and shove us’ aside and the policy seems to have shifted to find 
new ways to recognize and cater to his interests. After all, a lot of bread 
gets buttered out there by the appliance op doesn't it? How could anyone ina 
position of influence ignore that much money and not provide what that 
industry needs to flourish? On the flip side of that coin how can the A3 
interests 

reasonably expect their voices to be recognized at all? A3 does not cause any 
revenue to flow anywhere. Isn't this akin to a fraternity of antique car 
enthusiasts petitioning the state for a special use lane to keep from being run 
over by traffic that would otherwise view them as being in the way and 

holding up progress? 


Greg 


KKKKAKKKAKKKAKKKAKKKAKKEKKKKEKKKKKAKKKKKSECR AOL'S top rated recipes 
(http: //food.aol.com/top-rated-recipes?NCID=a01to0p00030000000004) 


ee 1197418506 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 
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---REMAINDER OF MESSAGE TRUNCATED-- - * 

This post contains a forbidden message format * 
(such as an attached file, a v-card, HTML formatting) x 
Mail Lists at theporch.com only accept PLAIN TEXT * 

* 


* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
x If your postings display this message your mail program 


* is not set to send PLAIN TEXT ONLY and needs adjusting * 
es 
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End o£ BOATANCHORS Digest 4119 
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